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The record doesn’t compel a finding of past persecution or a well-founded

fear of future persecution.  See 8 C.F.R. § 1208.13(b).  One rock-throwing incident
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that didn’t harm petitioner and phone calls containing vague threats do not amount

to persecution, which is “an extreme concept, marked by the infliction of suffering

or harm . . . in a way regarded as offensive.”  Li v. Ashcroft, 356 F.3d 1153, 1158

(9th Cir. 2004) (en banc).  The IJ therefore properly denied petitioner asylum. 

Consequently, petitioner is also necessarily ineligible for withholding of removal. 

See Farah v. Ashcroft, 348 F.3d 1153, 1156 (9th Cir. 2003).  Petitioner’s claim for

relief under the Convention Against Torture also fails because a reasonable

adjudicator wouldn’t be compelled to find it more likely than not that petitioner

would be tortured if removed.  See 8 C.F.R. § 1208.16(c)(2).

PETITION DENIED.


